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John McCloskey April 9, 1999 
5718 King Arthur Dr. 
Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear John: 


After reading your excellent article on 1842 Gobracht Journal 
I thought I would write you about a choice coin I have and know 
little about. I am aware of the write up in Ahwash’s. encyclopedia 
but I was hoping you might have new information. 

It is a brillant proof 1841 dime with no drapery under the 
arm. it came from the E.H.R. Green collection. 8&.G. Johnson’s 
envelope indicated it was unique. I have a memo that Boyd had one 
in VF. Probably the one referred to in the Encyclopedia. 

Would you be nice enough to tell ma wheather it is 4 pattern 
er a regular type or if there is anything more I should know about 
it. It has been in my dime box for over 50 years. It is a 
gorgeous with a steel blue cast. If you would like to write up the 
coin for the Gobrect Journal, that might be a unique way to try 
the Proof of this coin. 


Keep writing, 


Eric FP, Newman 
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ERIC P, NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6ago Cectl Avenue, St, Louts, Missouri 63195 


John McCloskey ADEAY Fees 
5718 King Arthur Dr. 
Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear Jokn: 


After reading your excellent article on 1842 in the Gobrecht 
Journal I thought I would write you about a choice coin I have and 
know little about. I am aware of the write up in Ahwash’s 
encyclopedia but I was hoping you might have new information. 

It is a brillant proof 1841 dime with no drapery under the 
arm. It came from the E.H.R. Green collection. 5B.G. Johnson's 
envelope indicated it was unique. I have a memo that Boyd had one 
in VF. Probably the one referred to in the Encyclopedia. 

Would you be nice enough to tell me whether it is a pattern 
or a regular type or if there is anything more I should know about 
it. It has been in my dime box for over 50 years. It is perfect 
and gorgeous with steel blue toning. If you would like to write up 
the coin for the Gobrect Journal, that would be fine with me. 


Keep writing, 


Eric P. Newman 
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April 15, 1999 


Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric, 

I received your note asking about the 1841 dime without drapery. I was aware of this 
variety but I have never seen one and have no information except what appears in 
the Ahwash encyclopedia. I have no photograph of the coin, only the picture given 
in the encyclopedia. 

After examing the picture in the Ahwash encyclopedia I would agree with the 
observations made in that description. The coin was struck from an obverse die 
made from the with drapery hub and I would expect that it was a regular issue. 
The die was severely lapped to eliminate the drapery and other features on the 
obverse. I would see no reason to believe that the coin is a pattern. It is 
obviously very rare and a very interesting piece worthy of numismatic study. 

I would like to give this piece some publicity but I do not have a photograph of 
the coin or any additional information to add to the description. I do feel that 


the 1841 no drapery dime should be given some attention but I have no way of 


making a contribution at this time. 
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gohn McCloskey 


f President LSCC 
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Mr, Gerry Fortin March 23, 2000 

C/o Gobrecht Journal 

John McCloskey 

5718 King Arthur Drive 


Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear Mr. Fortin: 


T noted your extensive study of liberty seated dimes in the Gobrecht Journal for 
March, 2000 and appreciate the amount of work which you undertook 

I wanted to ask why you seem to omit the 1841 no drapery variety. I have had a 
gorgeous proof in my collection for about 55 years and I believe there is another in vf 
condition somewhere. 

The Red Book on this is being corrected this year but included something on it 
previously. 

Would you be kind enough to clear up this matter for me. 


Thank you, 


Eric P. Newman 
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March: 27, 2 cause 


Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric, 

I included a four page article on your 1841 No Drapery dime in the winter issue 
of the journal that was released to the members yesterday. I included material 
from my research on the piece that I believe proves that youYpiece was struck from 
an obverse die with a unique design. I believe that the information that 

I provided will convince other collectors that your piece is an important 

coin in the development of the with drapery design for Seated dimes. 

I hope that you enjoy the material that I have prepared on the piece. I would 
also be interested in your impression of the information that I have prepared. 

I would also like to thank you for sending me the picture of the 1841 No Drapery 


dime. The picture that you sent provided me with the opportunity to do the 


research that I published on the piece. 





McCloskey 


[ Gian: LSCC 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 
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John McCloskey Apri 2. 
5718 King Arthur Drive 
Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear John: 


When I received the Liberty Seated Journal for Winter 2000-2001 I expected to 
see your article on the 1841 no drapery dime as you said it would be there. I began to 
read the first articles and assumed yours might bring up the rear and so it did. It was very 
detailed as well as clearly and logically presented. I thank you for your devotion to the 
puzzle. You have had fun solving it I am sure. 

Let me know if anyone comments further. 

I enjoy numismatic research and writing just as you do but I wander from one 
numismatic area to the next. 

I just acquired a print of the hanging of Owen Sullivan for counterfeiting in 1756 
in New York. There is one other known. That gives my numismatic library a nice boost. 


Keep your enthusiastic attitude and thrive, 
a) 


Eric P. Newman 
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April 3, 2000 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Eric, 


I received the pictures that you sent me of the 1841 No Drapery proof dime and have 
been studying the pictures and the one of the circulated example of this variety 

in the Ahwash encyclopedia for the last several weeks. I have gone through many 
theories and I have come to a conclusion that may make this piece more important 
than has been previously realized. 


It is clear that the coin was struck from a die produced from the new revised hub 
for the series. The upright position of the shield, the position of the hand up 
near the cap and the general style of the seated figure all confirm this conclusion. 
But it is hard to believe that the drapery was just worn off by die polishing on 
this die. The drapery is just too deep in the die to believe that this could have 
happened. Besides, it would not be realistic to think that the mint produced proof 
examples from a die that had been so badly polished that some of the design was no 
longer visible. 


I believe that it is possible that the mint originally intended the new design to look 
exactly as shown on your 1841 No Drapery coin. But on examination of the coins struck 
from this design they decided that Miss Liberty's left arm on the pole seemed too 
detached from the central figure. I believe that it is possible that the mint then 
added the drapery to the design under the left arm, added a few more lines under 

both arms and then produced a new hub from which to make the dies in the coming 

years. If this is true this would make your coin only one of two known specimens 

from this early hub. 


However I need some evidence to support this theory, and I believe that I have found 
it. From the picture in the Ahwash encyclopedia, it appears that the two small line 

segments above the E in the obverse shield of the 1841 No Drapery dime are stronger 

than the same vertical segments on the coins of the With Drapery design for 1841 and 
later. This would mean that a different hub was used to produce the 1841 No Drapery 

obverse die. But it is hard to be sure of this observation from pictures. 


I therefore need you to confirm my observation by examination of actual coins. Could 
you examine your 1841 No Drapery proof dime and let me know if the two vertical 
segments above the E are stronger than those same segments for With Drapery dimes 
for 1841 and later? This information would be important in developing the theory 
that I have proposed. 


I would be glad to present the information that I have developed on your coin in the 
summer issue of the Gobrecht Journal. I presume that you have no objection to my 
indicating that you own the coin that is being described and pictured in the 
presentation. 


5 


/ sin ly, 


a ohn McCloskey 
\ “President LSCC 


Gerry Fortin April 23, 2000 
225 Valley Rd. 
Raymond, Maine 04071 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

C/o Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Dear Mr. Newman: 


I wish to thank-you for your letter and comments concerning my Liberty Seated dime 
article published in the recent edition of the Gobrecht Journai. It is always a pleasure to 
share insight, for this series of U.S. coinage, with club members. 

I was also excited to understand that you are the owner of the 1841 no drapery proof 
variety. This coin has been a paradox for me as to its history and present survival 
possibilities. Your letter confirmed the coin's existence. At some point in time in the 
future, I would hope that a photograph or scan could be obtained of your proof 1841 no 
drapery example for the upcoming encyclopedia that I wish to assemble on the Seated 
dime die variety series. 

As for the omission of the 1841 no drapery from my recent article, in all honesty I did 
nat include any proof dimes in this survey. For example, I also failed to mention the 
1859 Transitional proofs of which 15-25 are estimated to be known. The article focused 
on business strike mintage in the Seated dime series where significant descriptions and 
pricing information are available today. 

The disclosure of the existence of the 1841 no drapery dime in proof in your collection 
is important for the Liberty Seated Collector's Club. My I suggest that you write an 
article describing this wonderfui dime for the Gobrecht Journal? If I can be of any 
assistance to you in this effort, please do not hesitate to contact me personally. 


Respectfully, 

Gerry Fortin Gerry Fortin 

LSCC #1054 -F-AIRCHILD Director WW Sort and 
SES Device Engineer 


SEMICONDUCTOR m 


Email: (H) fgerard1@maine.rr.com 
- (W) gfortin@spf fairchildsemi.com 


Fairchild Semiconductor 207 775-8086 Tel 
Phone: (H) 207-998-2500 333 Western Avenue 207 761-6027 Fax 
(W) 207-775-8086 Mail Stop 01-03 a 
South Portland, ME 04106 gerard.d.fortin@fairchildsemi.com 


fgerard1@maine.rr.com 
http://www.fairchildsemi.com 


ce: John McCioskey 
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Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Ave. 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric, 

Enclosed is my first draft of the article that I have prepared on the 1841 

No Drapery Proof dime. This development basically agrees with your description 
but I have a different motivation for the appearance of the No Drapery obverse. 
I have mentioned your name in the article. I will remove any reference to you 
as the owner of the coin if you wish but people are going to want to know where 
I got the pictures and who owns the piece. 

We both believe that your coin is far more significant than has been generally 
realized. I believe that the most important thing for you to do at this time is 
to obtain clear close up pictures of the important features of your piece so 
that it is clear that the die was not severely lapped as has been believed 

in recent years. 

The upright shield was used only for the dimes and half dimes. This new design 
was intended only for the smaller silver denominations and I believe that your 
coin represents a transitional obverse. 

It would be helpful if you could examine your coin and verify that the vertical 
line segments above the E in LIBERTY are stronger than those on the obverse of 
other with drapery obverses of this period. This information would document 

the fact that the No Drapery die was created from a different hub. 

Please let me know if you feel there is any important information that should be 


/ pop 

ny CL, 
John McCloskey 
President LSCC 


added to the material that I have prepared. 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. John McCloskey May 16, 2000 
5718 King Arthur Dr. 
Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear John: 

Your first draft of the 1841 no drapery proof is great. 

The coin is owned by Eric P. Newman Numismatic Education Society and not by 
me personally. 

I would like to obtain better pictures and might bring it to the ANA in 
Philadelphia if your article can wait that long and if practical. 

Enclosed are my suggestions for your draft. Please feel free to reject, modify or 
partially use them. 

I will be glad to be of further help. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


To: John MeCloskev May 17, 2000 


Froin Eric P. Newman 


My eyesight is not good enough to enable me to answer your question about the thickness 
of the lines above the shield on the 1841 no drapery dime proof. 

What I did notice is that there is a long upright open area between Liberty’s right 
atm (left side of the coin) and ber torso. I do not find this open area on my 1840 or 1841 
dimes as those have drapery filling that area. 

Will pointing out this difference also make it simpler to explain the procedure? 

Perhaps the 1841 proof quarter eagle was made at the same time for the same 
person. There is no record of its production. Is there a separate record for production of 
dimes in proof or presentation sets in proof? Shall I ask Bob Julian as to the records? 

With only two known of the 1841 No Drapery proof wander if you know who 
has the other one, and if not your article could ask who has it! 
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FROM + MONEY MUSELIM FAX NO. +: 3145165903 May. 18 2000 @3:26PM Pl 


To: John McCloskey May 18, 2000 
From: Eric P. Newman 
have been thinking further about the 1841 no drapery dime proof matter and feel that 
your article might wish to explain in more detail the die and hub production methods of 
the period. 

fe asiuciide that the Clow Ok he upright shield drapery dimes of the period 


from 1840 and for many years thereafter are made from the same aati hub. If not 


please advise me. 







s 4 


The earlier 19" century die making process at the U.S. Mint of making a head or 





bust device on ta hub for the obverse cut the design in relief gugm: a soft steel 
bth 

I hub was then hardened and punched into die stock. The stars, numbers and 

lettering were then punched into the die which was hardened and used for coining. One 

of the difficulties with this system was that each working die required very substantial 

warned Pedittly , 

work, There was not sufficient stamping pressure to transfer a full coin design from the 

hub to the die or from a die to a hub. 

By 1840 the U.S. Mint by virtue of studying European improvements of the prior 
half-century using steam, etc. was able to transfer all of the detail back and forth from die 
to hub or from hub to die. The advantage to’cutting a master die first was that the field 
was machined first, the design could be cut incuse and the stars and letters punched into 


the field of the die. The engraver’s work could be tested for appearance at any wale 


@ soft metal impression amd when satisfactory the die hardened and transferred to a hub 


ina 2 3:26PM P2 
FROM : MONEY MUSEUM FAX NO. : 3145165923 May. 18 2800 @3:26 


with complete features except for the date. The hub would be hardened 4 and used to 
make multiple production dies which would be thereafter dated before they were 
hardened. 
If the above procedure is accurate then the no drapery 1841 proof dime matter 
becomes simpler. A master dle was cut first with no drapery on either arm and a vertical 
Sliver nn ¢ 
ae It was transferred to a hub and the hub retained. It apparently did not 
pleas Sait the U.S. Mint people and either (1) a new die was made from the hub and drapery cut 
into it or (2) the old die was softened and drapery: was anes it, In either case another 
hub was made form the drapery die for future use. Thus there were two hubs available, wih. 
ppt chek with drapery and one without drapery. The hub with the drapery arrd-upright-shiele 
was used to make production dies for 1840 dimes, etc. When the 1841 proof was needed 
the Mint took the unused hub having no drapery and made a die from it, punching the 
date in, polished it for proof purposes and made the 1841 no drapery proof dimes. 
This assumes that the reverse of the 1841 no drapery dime proof is identical to the 
1840 and other dated dimes a!l of which came from a common master reverse hub. Ifso a 
new reverse ae wagtiade ahd = polished to join the polished obverse die made for the 
184: no drapery proof. 
if I am in error on any of this thinking please feel free to point out or discuss it. 
My telephone number is. 314-727-0850. My FAX number is 314-727-0820, I am e-mail 
eee 
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ignorant. 
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June 3, 2000 


Eric P. Newman 

6450 Cecil Avenue 

St. Louis, Missouri 63105 

Dear Eric, 

I received your last letter on the minting process and I basically agree with 
everything that you have said. I believe that the dies were made from a hub 
during this time and it is clear that the 1841 No Drapery obverse was made from 

a different hub. 

I believe that a hub was prepared in 1840 with the upright shield but without 
drapery. Mint officials must have felt that the bare arms on the Seated figure 
were somehow not acceptable. I believe that a master die was modified to add 
drapery to the design and then a new hub produced. This means that the no drapery 
hub produced only one die and this makes the 1841 No Drapery dime a transitional 
variety in the dime series. 

I do not know who owns the second example of this variety. I have asked the club 
members to let us know who owns the piece. Maybe some club member has been holding 
this piece for many years. 

I believe that it is possible that the 1841 No Drapery dimes were made for the 
same reason that the 1841 quarter eagles were made. I don't know of any record 
that either coin was struck but mint officials must have had some reason for their 
production. 

I have made most of the corrections in the article that you have suggested. I expect 


to run the article in the summer issue. I would think that the article will generate 


some new interest in the 1841 No Drapery dime. a 
i ely, 


John McCloskey 
President LSCC 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


John McCloskey July 20, 2000 
5718 King Arthur Drive 
Kettering, OH 45429 


You asked for further information about our 1841 no drapery upright shield proof 
dime. I could not see the coin well enough to answer accurately. 

I had a photograph taken at ANA and it is. gorgeous. I have the negative. I have 
only one print so I am sending a photocopy of it. 

If you want me to bring the negative to Philadelphia I will or can have a positive 
print made any size you wish for the article you said you are writing on it. Please let me 
know your wishes. 


Best wishes, 





Eric P. Newman 


Subj: Re: 1841 proof dime 

Date: 08/01/2000 3:08:42 PM Central Daylight Time 
From: mecloske@neelix.udayton.edu (John McCloskey) 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 


Eric, 


| have not received a new image of the 1841 No Drapery Proof 
Dime. Is it a photograph that was sent by the postal service or an 
image sent by e-mail? | have not yet received an additional image 
either way. 

| sent you two extra copies of the summer issue of the journal. 
They should arrive soon. 

| have heard from Tom DeLorey about the coin and he thinks that 
the analysis presented sounds very reasonable and indicated that 
he would like to see some close up images of the piece published. 


John McCloskey 
President LSCC 


Retum-Path: <.mccloske@neelix.udayton.edu> 
Received: from ry-ye03.mx.aol.com (ry-ye03.mail.aol.com [172.18.151.200]) by air-ye03.mx.aol.com (v75_b3.11) with ESMTP: 
Tue, 01 Aug 2000 16:08:42 -0400 
Received: from flyermnet.udayton.edu (filyernet.udayton.edu [131.238.75.116]) by ny-ye03.mx.aol.com (v75_b3.9) with ESMTP; Tue, 
01 Aug 2000 16:08:33 -0400 
Received: (from root@localhost) 
by flyemet.udayton.edu (8.9.3/8.9.3) id PAA18463 
for ericnumis@aol.com; Tue, 1 Aug 2000 15:27:16 -0400 
Received: from neelix.udayton.edu (neelix.udayton.edu [131.238.75.102]) 
by flyernet.udayton.edu (8.9.3/8.9.3) with ESMTP id PAA18454 
for <.EricNumis@aol.com>; Tue, 1 Aug 2000 15:27:16 -0400 
Received: from SVV/SpoolDir by neelix.udayton.edu (Mercury 1.47); 
1 Aug 00 15:27:14 -0400 
Received: from SpoolDir by SW (Mercury 1.47); 1 Aug 00 15:26:57 -0400 
From: "John McCloskey" <.mccloske@neelix.udayton.edu> 
Organization: University of Dayton 
To: EricNumis@aol.com 
Date: Tue, 1 Aug 2000 15:26:54 -0500 
X-scanner: scanned by InFlex 0.2.0a - (http://www. inflex.co.za/) 
Subject: Re: 1841 proof dime 
Priority: normal 
In-reply-to: <6.94b376c.26b1e988@aol.com> 
X-mailer: Pegasus Mail for Windows (v6. 12b) 
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September 30, 2000 
Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Ave. 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105 
Dear Eric, 
In August you sent me a copy of a very beautiful photograph that you had taken 
of your 1841 No Drapery Proof dime. When I saw you at the ANA Convention in 
Philadelphia you said that you would have a duplicate photograph of the coin 
made for publication in the Gobrecht Journal. I have not received the photograph 
and I wanted to remind you that I would still be willing to publish the photograph 
with some more detailed information on the coin in the Gobrecht Journal. 
I believe that your1841 No Drapery coin is an important transitional coin in the 
Seated dime series and that it has not received the attention that it deserves. 
I can provide more information on the coin by comparing details of the design with 
other coins of this period. Your photograph provides enough detail so that these 
comparisons can be made. 
I could try to publish the photocopy of the picture that I have but I am concerned 


that it will lack detail when printed in the journal. 






John McCloskey 
resident LSCC 

/5718 King Arthur Dr. 
/ Kettering, Ohio 45429 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN 
6450 CECIL AVE 
ST LOUIS MO 63105 


JOHN McCLOSKE Y 
PRESIDENT LSCC 
5718 KING ARTHUR DR 
KETTERING OH 45429 
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November 20, 2000 
Eric P. Newman 
6450 Cecil Ave. 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
Dear Eric, 
I wanted you to know that I received the pictures of the 1841 No Drapery 
proof dime that you sent. But I did not receive them soon enough for me to 
include the material on this coin in the fall issue of the journal. 
I received the pictures around the middle of October. By this time I was 
very busy typing the articles for the fall issue into the computer. I had not 
yet completed my research into the dimes of this period and I just didn't have 
time to complete this research for inclusion into the fall issue. 
I expect to complete my research on the dimes from 1840 to 1842 within the 
next few weeks now that the fall issue has been published. I will write up 
the article in December and have the material ready for publication in the 
March issue of the journal. 
I am sorry for the delay in the presentation of the material on this very 
important dime. But this delay was necessary to allow me the time to doa 
more detailed study of the coins of this period so that I can highlight the 
importance of your 1841 No Drapery dime in the development of the design for 


the dime series. Ye 






‘John McCloskey 
\ President LSCC 


P.S. The fall issue of the journal will be sent out to all club members within 
a few days. 
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The 1841 No Drapery Proof Dime 
by 
John W. McCloskey 


The 1841 No Drapery dime is extremely rare and this variety has not been carefully studied by 
numismatic scholars of Seated coinage, most likely because a specimen has not been seen at 
auction in many years. I believe that the origin of this variety has not been adequately explained 
and that it may be more important in the development of the With Drapery design than is 
generally recognized. Eric Newman recently sent in pictures of a proof example of this variety 
that was part of an 1841 proof set once owned by Col. E.H.R Green. There is no question that the 
coin was struck using an obverse die produced from a new obverse hub in 1840. The coin clearly 
shows the new Seated figure with the smaller rock, the upright shield and the hand placed higher 
on the pole with the index finger pointing up toward the cap. However the Seated figure on this 
die has no drapery, a feature different from all other dies prepared from the new obverse hub of 
1840. 

The explanation for the lack of drapery on this die given in several reference books has been that 
the obverse die was so severely lapped that the obverse drapery was removed from the design. 
Eric Newman does not believe that this is a reasonable explanation for this feature because the 
drapery on the dime would have been too deeply impressed into the obverse die to have been 
completely removed by lapping. I have studied a number of early dimes with drapery and the 
picture of the 1841 No Drapery dime and I also believe that the drapery could not have been 
easily removed from the obverse die. Besides, I find it hard to believe that the mint would 
produce proof coins from a die that would be so severely lapped as to not represent the original 
design intended for the dime of this period. 

I would like to present an explanation of the existence of the 1841 No Drapery Proof dime based 
upon my observations on this variety. I would expect that this description would be modified and 
expanded as other numismatic scholars take a closer look at the information presented on this 
variety. 

The mint modified the obverse design for the Liberty Seated dime in a number of noticeable 
ways in 1840. The rock was reduced in size, the shield was moved to an upright position and the 
hand was moved up higher on the pole with the index finger pointing up toward the cap. Miss 
Liberty's shield arm on the left side of the coin was bare with a clasp on her shoulder. Her pole 
arm on the right side of the coin is also bare with the pole running down in front of the arm and 
extending down behind her leg. Both arms are free from the gown with a clear gown line running 
down to the right of the shield arm while the pole arm is entirely above the leg. I believe that this 
was the complete design punched into a master die with a hub produced from it. The hub would 
have the positive image that was to appear on the coins and mint officials would have had the 
opportunity to study the details of this image that was produced. At this point it would appear 
that mint officials were not satisfied with the appearance of the new obverse design with both 
arms separated from the gown of the Seated figure. I believe that the mint then produced a new 
master die from the existing hub or went back and modified the master die already on hand. A 
strong drapery fold was engraved into the master die extending down to the right of the elbow on 
the pole arm and running down through the field to below the knee. The area below the pole arm 
was then polished down to produce a horizontal line, giving the appearance of gown material 
behind the pole arm. The drapery lines on the left were then extended out to the shield arm to 


give the appearance that the gown extended out behind the shield arm. I believe that this 
modified design was then used to produce another hub that was used to produce the With 
Drapery obverse dies of the next several years. 

For some reason the new hub without drapery was used to produce one obverse die. This die was 
dated 1841 and used to produce proof dimes for this year. At least two specimens are known to 
exist. One of these was sold in Kagin's 1973 MANA sale where it was defined as once a proof, 
now VF to EF. The other coin is a proof specimen from the 1841 proof set once owned by Col. 
E.H.R. Green and illustrated with this article. 

The 1841 No Drapery dime has been defined in various references as having been struck from a 
badly lapped With Drapery obverse die. I believe that this explanation completely misrepresents 
the importance of examples of this variety as coins with a unique transitional obverse leading up 
to the With Drapery design that was adopted for use in the dime series. I believe that the drapery 
on the new design was too deeply cut into the obverse design to have been removed by die 
lapping. Furthermore, I believe that it would be unrealistic to think that the mint would have used 
such a badly worn obverse die to produce proof specimens for this year. A number of mysteries 
still surround the existence of the 1841 No Drapery proof dime, but hopefully the ideas expressed 
in this article will focus some attention on this long hidden rarity in the Seated dime series. I have 
also noticed that the vertical line segments in the shield above the E in LIBERTY are stronger on 
the 1841 No Drapery proof dime than they are on other dies of this period. I believe that this 
observation could be an important fact in identifying the source of this variety. 

I want to specifically thank Eric Newman for providing the pictures of the 1841 No Drapery 
proof dime and giving us the opportunity to present this information on this rare and important 
coin. 
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th be die was 3 severely lapped t that the obverse drapery was removed from the design. 


The 1841 No Drapery Proof Dime 
by 
John W. McCloskey 
CE ae 

The 1841 No Drapery dime is extremely rare and this variety has not been carefully studied by 
numismafic scholars of Seated coinage, most nell Slee a specimen has not been seen at 

ov 6 DAArt AL. ‘ ae , ‘ 
auction.in many years. I believe that the origin of this variety has not been adequately explained 
and that it may be more important in the development of the With Drapery design than is 
generally recognized. Eric Newman recently sent in pictures of a proof example of this variety 


coin was struck using an obverse die produced from a new obverse hu 1840. The coin clearly 
shows the new Seated figure with the smaller rock, the upright shield and the hand placed higher 
on the pole with the index finger pointing up toward the cap. However the Seated figure on this 
die has no drapery, a feature different from all other dies prepared from the new obverse hub of 
1840. 


Theféxplanationl for the lack of drapery on this die Sieouin-sevoraieoference-books has been that 
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Newman does not believe that this is a reasonable explanation for this feature because the 


drapery on the dime would have been too deeply impressed into the obverse die to have been 
completely removed by Pe ave Cite Pate ot early dimes with drapery and the 
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I would like /9 Present an explanation of the existence of the 1841 No Drapery Proof dime based 
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expanded as other numismatic scholars the information presented on this 


variety. 
The mint modified the obverse design for the Liberty Seated dime in a number of noticeable 
ways in 1840. The rock was reduced in size, the shield was to an upright position and the 


hand was moved up higher on the pole with the index pa ea 2 age the cap. Miss 
Liberty's shield arm on the left side of the coin was bare a clasp,on her shoulder. Her pole 

arm on the right side of the coin is also bare with the pole running down in front of the arm and . 
extending down behind her leg. Both arms are free from the gown with a clear gown line running 4 
down to the right of the shield arm while the, pole arm is entirely above the leg. I believe that this 

was the complete design punched into a master die with a hub produced em it. The hub would 

have the positive image that was to appear on the coins and mint officials would have had the 
Opportunity to study the details of this image that was produced. At this point it would appear 

that mint officials were not satisfied with the appearance of the new obverse design with both 

arms separated from the gown of the Seated figure. I believe that the mint then produced a new 


' master die from the existing hub or went back and modified the master die already on hand,A _/ 


strong drapery fold was engraved into the master die extending down to the right of the elbow on 
the pole arm and running down through the field to below the knee. The area below the pole arm 
was then nSliches own to produce a horizontal line, giving the appearance of gown material 
behind the pole arm. The drapery lines on the left were then extended out to the shield arm to 
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give the appearance that the gown extended out behind the shield arm./I believe that this 

modified design was then used to produce another hub that was used to produce the With 

Drapery obverse dies Of the next several years. 

the new hub without drapery was ysed to produce one obverse die. This die was.- . 
dated 1841 and used to produce proof dimes for. year. Atteast two specimens are known to 

exist. One of these was sold in Kagin's 1973 MAN A sale where it was defined as once a proof, 

now VF to EF. The other coin if 


B-H-R-Green-and illustrated with this article. (ag ee 
The 1841 No Drapery dime has been defined in various reference aving been struck from a 


rooney badly lapped With Drapery obverse die. I believe that this explanation completely misrepresents 

the importance of examples of this variety as coins with a unique transitional obverse leading up 

to the With Drapery design that was adopted for use in the dime series. I believe that the drapery 

on the new design was too deeply cut into the obverse destgn to have been removed by die 

lapping. Furthepmore, I believe that it would be unrealistic to think that the mint would have used 
such Obverse die to produce proof specimens for this year. A number of mysteries ~~ 
still surround the existence of the 1841 No Drapery proof dime, but hopefully the ideas expressed 

in this article will focus some attention on this long hidden rarity in the Seated dime series} I have 
—also noticed that the vertical line segments in the the shield above the E in LIBERTY are stronger on 
the 1841 No Drapery proof dime than they are on other dies of this period. I believe that this 
observation could be an important fact in identifying the source of this variety. 

T want fo ‘spasitically thank Eric,Newman for providing the pictures of the 1841 No Drapery 
proof dime and giving us the/opportunity to present this information on this rare and important 
coin. 













ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis, Missouri 63105 


Mr. John McCloskey April 18, 2000 
5718 King Arthur Drive 
Kettering, OH 45429 


Dear John: 


A little time will elapse before I can get to my coin for examination, but I am so delighted 
with your tentative thinking that I must write you now about your April 3, 2000 letter. 

First of all I never believed that an enormous field area could be deeply lapped or 
ground away on a die amd produce a perfectly gorgeous proof coin. None of those with 
the lapping theory had probably ever seen my coin. 

I look forward to your write-up, but if you will permit me to do so, I would like to 
review the text of your article before it is published. It is clear that you hawe gone a long 
way to solve the dilemma and are correct. 

I am adding to this letter my theory on what could have happened and it fits 
yours. Please comment on it if you care to. 

Please let me know if upright shields are on any of the other denomninations of 
Liberty Seated pieces than the half dimes. 

I can bring the coin to the Philadelphia ANA if you are going in August and you 
want to see it. Perhaps Bill Noyes will take a better picture for your article if you delay it 
a bit. 


Thrive, 


Eric P. Newman 


Newman Thoughts on 1841 No Drapery Proof Dime 


From 1837 through the early part of 1840 the obverse of Liberty Seated dimes was 
designed with a titled shield and no drapery on the left arm of Liberty. During the year 
1840 there was a change in dime coinage design by placing the shield in an upright 
position and by adding drapery to the arm of Liberty. The Red Book lists an 1838 dime 
with some drapery, but Ahwash concludes this to: be the result of a die clash. The Liberty 
seated dimes of 1841 and thereafter continued the upright shield and drapery except for 
the two 1841 proofs which had an upright shield and no drapery. Thus there were 3 
different obverse hubs to produce the dies for dimes during the period involved. 

The liberty seated half-dime obverse which had a tilted shield and no drapery in 
1838, 1839 and the early part of 1840 was changed during 1840 to an upright shield and 
drapery which design continued thereafter. Thus only two obverse hubs were needed to 
produce half-dime dies during the period involved. 

Liberty seated quarters; half dollars and dollars only had tilted shield obverses and 
no upright shield obverses. At first they had no drapery on the arm, but drapery was 
added to quarters during 1840, to half-dollars during 1839 and to dollars for 1840. 

It is clear that during this transitional period there were continued attempts to 
improve the artistry of the figure of Liberty but there was no uniformity for all 
denominations. 

There is no design for any denomination which had an upright shield and no 
drapery except the 1841 proof dime under study. The question therefore 1s whether a hub 
for the obverse of that dime was made with an upright shield and no drapery or whether a 
die for this obverse was produced in some other way. The reverse of the 1841 proof no 
drapery dime was standard on all varieties. 

There have been several commentaries on the 1841 upright shield no drapery 
dime indicating that it was produced from a die with drapery which had been lapped or 
polished to lower the level of part or all of the field until the depressed drapery on the 
arm became part of the level field. It is alleged that the field around the stars was also 
polished. These comments were based upon a proof example which was heavily worn or 
abused. Those giving the polishing opinion had never seen the pristine proof example nor 
was there any picture of it available. It had been in the Colonel E.H. R. Green Collection 
until 1943 and has been in a private collection ever since. To polish away all or much of 
the field surface to eliminate the entire drapery depression is totally impractical and 
virtually impossible. It requires an enormous amount of work whether or not the stars or 
date had been punched into the die. A hub with drapery would not have been modified 
by polishing off the drapery because it would never be able to be used again in its 
original form as it was. It becomes clear that an unused hub with an upright shield and no 
drapery must have been made in 1840 and was not used for making production dies. 

There is a possible short cut in labor for making two hubs with upright shields, 
one with drapery and one without drapery. The one without drapery could have been 
engraved first. It could then be used to transfer its design to die stock. Drapery could then 
be cut into the die stock which after being hardened could be transferred back to make a 
new hub. The new hub would have drapery. Thus there would be two hubs available for 


die making, one with drapery and one without drapery. What easily could have happened 
is that both of these hubs were available and the one chosen in 1840 and thereafter for 
production dies was the one with drapery while the other hub without drapery remained 
on hand in 1840. When a need to make proofs occurred in 1841 the no drapery hub was 
unused and available to make a die which then had the 1841 date added. A careful 
comparison of the details of the liberty seated obwerses of the 1840 and 18-41 production 
dimes with the proof 1841 dime would clear up whether the different hubs were 
separately cut or made primarily by transfer. 
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1063 2,200.00 | 1119 100.00 1175 525.00 1231 230.00 1287 
1064 27,000.00 ° 4120 75.00 1176 350.00 1232 1,800.00 1288 
1065 260.00 | 112% 240.00 4177 230.00 1232 1,800.00 1289 
1066 150.00 1122 240.00 1178 240.00 1234 1,100.00 1290 
1067 400.00 1123 B0.00 1179 7,000.00 1235 500.00 7291 
4068 550.00 1124 310.00 1180 260.00 1236 5,250.00 1292 
1069 1,000.00 1125 110.00 1181 180.00 1237 500.00 4292 
1070 220.00 1126 430.00 1182 190.00 1238 475.00 1294 
1071 100.00 ven 7,000.90 1483 130,00 1239 456.00 4295 
4072 325.00 1128 280.00 4184 150.00 1240 15,000.00 1296 
1073 170.00 1129 440.00 1185 150.00 1241 300.00 1297 
4074 2,200.00 1130 325.00 1186 110.00 1242 2,600.00 ? 1298 
1076 1,000.00 4131 430.08 1187 85.00 1243 250.00 4299 
4076 650.00 | 17422 725.00 | 1188 1,800.06 1244 500.00 1300 
1077 2,400.00 1133 600.00 1189 400,00 1245 500.00 4 1307 
1072 375.00 1134 775.00 1496 560.00 | 1246 500.00 4302 
4078 1,800.00 1125 726.00 | 119% 600.00 | 1247 400.00 1302 

4080 650.00 1136 42,000.00 4192 90.00 1248 450.00 
1081 600.00 1137 90.00 1193 180.00 4249 450.00 1304 
4082 250.00 1138 2,800.00 1194 170.00 1250 1,100.00 1305 
4083 110.06 14139 550.00 4195 275.00 1251 375.00 1306 
4084 2,800.00 1140 67,000.00 : 1 196 195.06 1252 260.00 4207 
1085 1,100.00 {| 1141 1,300.00 | 1197 500.00 1253 360.00 1308 
4086 4,300.00 1142 ,000.00 1198 110.00 1254 360.00 4300 
1087 900.00 1143 225.00 | 1199 300.06 1255 260.00 431 
1088 300.00 | 1144 310.00 | 1200 225.00 1256 270,00 1314 
1089 300.00 | 1145 1,225.09 1201 175.00 1257 276.00 1312 
4090 450.00 | 1146 200.00 { 1202 1,400.00 1258 260.00 1313 
1091 4,000.00 | 1147 550.00 7203 170.00 | 1259 260.00 1314 
4092 4,600.00 4148 380.00 1204 400.06 1260 325.00 4315 
1093 775.00 i149 850.00 | $205 250.09 1261 350.00 4318 
1094 189.00 qn6ae! 29800 | ° 2206 130.00 4262 260.00 4317 
1095 1,300.00 1151 375.00 1207 105.00 1263 260.00 1318 
1098 1,100.00 | 1152 460.00 1208 105.00 1264 360.00 1219 
1097 550.00 1153 325.00 1209 8,000,00 1265 260.00 1320 
1098 230.00 4154 250.00 | 4210 2,800.00 1266 320.00 $321 
4099 300.00 1155 300.00 ; 1211 2,800.00 1267 315.00 $322 
1100 2,100.00 1166 200,00 1212 475.00 1268 350.00 4323 
1104 1,200.00 1157 300.00 1213 476.00 | 1269 375.00 1324 
4102 1,600.00 | 11 58 300.00 | 1214 600.00 | 1270 400.00 1325 
1103 3,750.00 41159 250.00 1215 475,00 | 1274 375.00 4326 
1104 1,300.09 1160 380.00 | 1216 260.00 | 1272 220.00} 1327 
4105 750.00 1161 275,00 1217 1,400.00 , 1273 1,300.00 1328 
1106 500,00 1162 235.00 1218 3,300.00 , 1274 375.00 | 1329 
1107 52,000.00 1163 350.00 1219 2,800,00 | 1275 525.00 # 1330 
1108 150.00 1164 325.00 4220 1,000.00 1276 475.00 1331 
1109 120.00 | vies 1,600.00 | 1221 1,400.00 | 1277 200.00 1332 
1110 400.00 | 1166 325.00 | 1222 4,000.00 1278 360.00 1333 
fe life 400.00 i 1767 250.00 | 1223 450.00 1279 406.00 4334 
142 500.00 | 1168 3,800.06 1224 4,000.00 1280 325.00 1335 
1113 400.00 { 1189 995.00. 1), 1225 7,200.00 1281 300.00 1336 
11146 $2,000.00 | 1170 175.00 | 1226 900.00 1282 300.00 1337 
4415 97.00 | 1171 225.00 | 4227 1,200.00 1283 400.00 4238 
4116 400.00 1172 210.00 | 1228 275.00 | 1264 475.00 1338 
1117 400.00 | 1173 210.00 4229 275.00 1285 300.00 134C 
1118 350.00 © %174 300.00 1230 350.00 1286 600.00 1341 
| | 1342 

} 
| | 
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1107, 1844 NO DRAPERY, STRUCK AS A PROOF WITH RAISED EDGE AND | 
“SQUARE BORDERS"! }t has seen some circulation as there is slight 
friction on the knee, MUCH OF GRIGINAL PROOF SURFACE STILL RE- 
MAINING. 


This specimen was in 2 New Netherlands sale about 10 years ago 
described thera as “Once A Proof’, They stated there tnat they knew of 
only three specimens; this one, a proof (mentioned twenty odd years prior 
- but unverified since) and the WGC (World’s Greatest Coitection) one. 
Careful comparison of this specimen with the plate in WGC catalog 
reveals that THIS 1S THAT IDENTICAL SPECIMEN! Since the actual exist- 
ence of the proof has not been verified, THIS SPECIMEN COULD THEN 
BE UNIQUE! THE SMITHSONIAN OCES NOT HAVE ONE! 

New Netherlands had this to say: 


“The missing drapery resulted from an ovar-ambitious polishing or “procf- i 
ing’ of the obverse die. The diameter of the stars has also been dimin- 

ished in the process, The rim is much broader than on the business 

strikes for this year, which fact should satisfy any doubts which might 

exist regarding its proof origin.” : 


How does ane go about establishing the vaiue of a UNIQUE coin which 
nas bean on avery collector's want list? 


it Is certainly rarer than the 1912 Liberty Head Nickei which 2 dealer 
bought for $100,000.00 last year. 


It is certainly rarer than the 1804 Dollar which a dealer bought for 
$80,000,060 last year. 


it is certainly rarer than the 1907 Extra High Relief Roman Date $20 which 
recently sold for $125,000.00. 


BECAUSE IT IS IN A “CLASS BY ITSELF”, WE NAME IT THE “MONA 
LISA” DIME! THE "MONA LISA’ PAINTING 1S IN A “CLASS BY ITSELF” 
As THE MOST VALUABLE PAINTING. Mehi named the 1804 Dailar as 
“THE KING OF AMERICAN COINS” and Stack’s named the 1841 Quarter 
Eagle “THE LITTLE PRINCESS”. This UNIQUE 1841 NO DRAPERY DIME 
will henceforth be known as “THE MONA LISA” DIME. 


Regardless of the price now paid, we firmly believe it will eventually 
| reach a “Mona Lisa” price, PLATE 


Page Fifty 


re ce ah ec dabei 


001 





314 524 1998 ST L MERCANTILE 


13:43 





04/09/99 






eT 


Karmal AKwash | Erieyelapect's, o- US Ly ber ty Soa teed Dimes 


j 
| \G37- (84 = (14a) 1844 


oe cori retmlliag 


f (No Drapery) 


f (Proof) 


Unique ? 


NOTE: 


This variety was Struck from the regular hub and 
not a revision to the Previous hub used. This came 
ébout by vigorously lapping the working die in which 

: the excessive Polishing removed not OMiy the extra 
Crapery at the elbow, but many other areas of drapery, 
aS wel! as making the stars appear smaller. 


OBVERSE 2: 


t 
From the regular hub; die lapped, Orapary at 
} a'bow polished off, marked biark space between 
{ shield arm end body, very sharp outlines tO drapery 
; at left. Pole arm entirely free of drapery; the stars ara 
' notably smaller than usual. O bverse denticias distinct 
— not joined together. The rim is very broad. Fendant 
falls over left edge of the uprigkt of "4". Date i$ about 
centered, 


REVERSE 2: 


Dies lappec — denticles Not joined — al| the 
rougnness thet is generally Present around the laaves 
and ribbons haye been polisneéd out, except for slight 
traces around thé right and left ribbon bows. Proofs 
and impaired proofs only. 





Fit, ag eT 
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NOTE: 


To my knowledge, no other Proofs come from this die, nor any Other coins. for that matter. The three 
Occasions a specimen has been offered forsale are: The discovery piece WGC, 194, jot 519 cescribed, '1841,.No 
drapery. An extreme rarity. We cannot recal| evernaving seen this ecin in any collection IN RECENT YEARS. Very 
tIne. Sea plate.” (Doss this mean he HAS seen One, or that he NEVER saw one?) New Netherlands 57ih Sale, lot 
406, described as "1841, NO DRAPERY. Once a Proot: now very fine to EF, with considerable Proof surface 
remaining despite cleaning, Shows faintest traces of reverse verdigris, visible Only as tarnish to the naked eye. 
ONE OF ONLY THREE SPECIMENS KNOWN TO US, the othars being the proof listed in the Numismatic Review 
i some twenty odd years ago, and the very fine (undoubted y algo an impaired pros ) in WGC". The next appear- 
{ ance was Kagin's Mana Sale, 1973, lot 1107 described as, “This specimen was in a New Netherlands sale about 

| 10 years ago, described there as “Once a Proof’. They stated there that they knew of only three specimens; this 
Ong, a proof (mentioned twenty odd years prior ~ put Unverified since) and the WGC (Worlc's Greatest Collec- 
tion) one. Careful comparison of this specimen with the plate in WGC Catalog reveals that THIS iS THAT 
IDENTICAL SPECIMEN! Since the actual existence of the proof has not been verified, THIS SPECIMEN COULD 
THEN BE UNIQUE! THE SMITHSONIAN DOES NOT RAVE ONE!" 


The proc! specimen they speak of was described In Numismatic Review, Volume 1, No. 3, page 29 Decem- 
ber 1943, from an 1841 proof set, owned by Col. E. H. R. Green, 


i 

} 

t 

{ 

{ 

Having only seen the Kagin specimen, | can only attest to it's existence. Any information about the prootor 
Mi: other pieces would be appreciated by the author. 
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